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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[g| This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 1 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1JJ5 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 03 October 2000 is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 


3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
clearly the relationship between the free end 12 and the board 8 as described in the 
specification. In particular, in figures 4 and 5, the free end appears to pass through the 
board 8 and extend across the width of the slot . This is confusing with respect to the 
description in the specification. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper 
understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 
608.02(d). Correction is required. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In particular, 

3. Regarding claim 3, the limitation regarding the contact compliance is indefinite 
because for any connector, there would be no way to determine whether the limitation 
would be satisfied except through undue and extensive experimentation. The limitation 
is given no weight. 
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4. Regarding claims 4-9 the limitations regarding the "RJ-standard" are indefinite 
because the "RJ-standard" may have been subject to change in the past and may 
change in the future. All limitations regarding the "RJ-standard" are given no weight. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

6. Claims 1,2, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Laity '962 ("Laity"). 

7. Per claims 1 and 13-15, Laity discloses PCMCIA card with a modular jack 
connector assembly comprising a dielectric housing (see 72, 180) having a front and 
rear orientation and defining at least one receptacle (82, 84, 86) adapted for receiving a 
mating plug; and a plurality of contacts 230 disposed in said housing, each contact 
being secured to a rear portion of said housing, each contact extending forward from 
said rear portion to a free end 240 such that a portion of said contact forward of said 
rear portion electrically connects with a mating plug when the mating plug is received 
within said receptacle. 
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8. Per claim 2, said housing has a rear side defining a slot (see figures 12, 22) 
suitable for receiving an edge of a circuit board, and wherein a connection portion of 
each contact 232 extends from said rear portion of said housing into said slot such that 
when said housing is mounted to a circuit board a portion of said connection portion 
makes contact with the circuit board. 
9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 3-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Laity as in claim 1 . 

1 2. Regarding the relative dimensions and strengths of the contact, at the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art that the contact 
dimensions could be varied. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have 
been for example to improve durability and to obtain desired compliance, such 
motivations being well known in the art. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ross Gushi whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
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4508. If attempts to reach the examiner by phone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paula A. Bradley, can be reached at (703) 308-2319. The phone number 
for the Group's facsimile is (703) 308-7722 
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GaryPaumen 
Primary Examiner 


